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Current Topics. 
The Vacancy in the Court of Appeal. 

No one is likely to feel dissatisfied with the inclusion in 
Court of Appeal No. 1 of the Judge of the Chancery Division 
who has occupied a seat there during, we believe, the whole of 
the present sittings. And it may be that the work of the 
Chancery Division can be effectively despatched in the absence 
of one of its judges, especially now that an effort is being made 
to deal with Mr. Justice Eve’s list by transferring parts of it 
to other judges. But we are under the impression that the 
employment of a High Court Judge in the Court of Appeal for 
so long a time is unusual, if not unprecedented, and we imagine 
it is matter of surprise that the position is not regularized by 
the permanent retention of the learned Judge in the higher 
Court This would, no doubt, for with which 
every equity counsel is familiar, be viewed with regret in the 
Chancery Division; but the present condition of delay and 
uncertainty as to business should not be allowed to continue 

. 


reason 


The Release of Solicitors from Military Service. 
WeE understand that the Council of the Law Society have 

appointed a Committee to consider the question of demobiliza 

solicitor whose claim to release ‘‘ on 


tion of solicitors, and any 
hould, it is suggested, 


national grounds’’ is really urgent, 
ommunicate immediately with the Law Society, giving full 
including regiment and rank, to enable the 
Society to take any steps in their power, and for that purpose 
the Society will consult the provincial Law Societies. We do 
not understand exactly what is meant in this connection by 

national grounds,’’ and the use of the expression is likely 
to lead to misunderstanding. The ‘ of the pro 
fession has been taxed to the utmost in. the effort to keep pace 
situation, and now that that situation has 
special effort. necessary, solicitors whose 
should be allowed 
’ which is relevant 


particulars, 


man-power ’ 


with the military 
ceased to make any 
practices are suffering by their absence 
early release. The only ‘‘ national ground ’ 
that it is of national importance for a man to attend to his 


18 
The chief reason against quick demobilization 


own business 
is not, we imagine, any military necessity, real or apprehended, 
but the difficulties in coftnection with employment These do 
not exist as regards solicitors. At the same time, we do not 
mean to suggest that the maintenance of a considerable army 
is not necessary until the European sitwation has cleared, and 
the release of some solicitors may have to be postponed because 


they are required as officers 


7 
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The Provisioning of Europe. 

Tue reTURN of Mr. Hoover to Europe will have been noticed 
with interest Early in the war he made himself known for 
his management of the Belgian relief measures, and when, on 
the entry of the United States into the war, it became imprac 
ticable for him to continue this work, he undertook with similar 
success the task of food control in America. We read in the 
National Food Journal of 27th November that his return here 
portends an important extension of the work of the Allied Food 
Council. This, we gather, is assisted by a permanent Com 
mittee of Representatives, which has taken steps to meet the 
new conditions which arose upon the conclusion of the armistice 
with Germany. From a special article which the Vational 
Food Journal devotes to Mr. Hoover’s visit it appears that he 
is here to study the present: activities of the Allied Food Coun 
cil, to agree with the Allied Food Controllers on the programme 
of relief for the after-war situation, and to consider with them 
large questions of food policy which await the Peace Conference 
at. Versailles In another article in the same number the needs 
of the European peoples are reviewed. Now that hostilities 
have ceased, the activities of the Allied Food Council have 


become of prime importance 


The Revocation of Defence of the Realm 

Regulations. 

Ir wiLu be seen with interest, and, we presume, with satis- 
faction, that. a commencement has been made with the revoca- 
tion of the Defence of the Realm Regulations. The revocation 
of 2s saves stray dogs from liability to prompt destruction, and 
of 27 restores to farmers the right to sell a horse. The revo- 
cation of 7A removes the ban on the holding of exhibitions 
where this interferes with the production of war material. 
That of 8B restores to engineering employers the right to 
obtain labour from what source they please. With 9 goes the 
power of the naval and military authorities to effect clearance 


of areas for naval or military reasons. The revocation of 9B 


restores the right to hold race meetings. 9BB, which for a 
while stopped hare and rabbit coursing, has gone, 
though, in the interests of the unfortunate animals, we 


should not be sorry to see restrictions of this nature made 
permanent The of 9w and 9ww restores the 
right to hold fairs and dog shows. The which 
was made on the cessation of hostilities in regard to lights 
receives final and permanent effect in the revocation of 12, 
and the revocation of 12c restores formally the use of the 
chiming of bells and the striking of clocks. Regulations 174 
and 178 referred to air-raid precautions, and are naturally 
revoked. The revocation of 19 restores the liberty of taking 
photographs of naval or military works Regulation 40p, 
dealing with the communication by women of venereal disease, 
which has been the subject of so much attack, is revoked 
Relief is afforded to employers by the withdrawal of 41a, 
under which returns had to be made of the employment of 
males of sixteen years and over; and 41AAA, which im posed 
on farmers the duty of giving notice to the Board of Agricul 
ture of the cessation of employment of such persons, 
And the revocation of 41AB carries the freedom of employers 
further. The series of regulations 45a, B, c, and p, dealing with 
exemptions from military service, are revoked. The 
by no means exhausts the list of revocations, but it illustrates 
the variety of the matters affected. 


revocation 
relaxation 


coes. 


above 


The Restrictions on Liberty and Opinion. 
Reevutation 56, which deals with the trial and punishment 
of offences, stands; but 56B, which allowed any officer or other 
person authorized in that behalf by the Director-General of 
National Service, although not a counsel or solicitor. to con- 
duct cases before courts of summary jurisdiction, is withdrawn, 
and 61a, which facilitated proof of the service of ealling-up 
notices, has also gone. But 148, which allows of the intern- 
ment of any person, including British subjects, on suspicioa 


260), is left. And 27c—the ‘‘ Pamphlet Regulation ’’—which 
perhaps, interferes most of all with the free expression of 
opinion, also stands. Upon the whole, it would seem that the 
revocations extend mainly to matters which are of slight 
importance, or in respect of which the regulations are clearly 


obsolete. 


The Trial of Offenders Against the Law of 
Nations. 

THE conpiTIons under which hostilities have ceased—in 
other words, the overwhelming victory of the Allied Powers 
and the United States—have made the question of the punish- 
ment of crimes against International Law of immediate prac- 
tical importance. Under the authority of the War Cabinet 
the Attorney-General has appointed a Committee to inquire 
into and report upon (1) the facts as to breaches of the laws 
and customs of war affecting members of the British forces or 
other British subjects committed by the enemy Powers; (2) 
the degree of responsibility attaching to individuals; (3) the 
constitution and procedure of an appropriate tribunal for the 
trial of these offenders; and (4) other cognate and ancillary 
matters. The Chairman of the Committee is Sir JoHNn 
MacponELL, and the members include Sir Freperick PoLLock, 
Sir Atrrep Hopkinson, K.C., Mr. C. A. Russett, K.C., 
Dr. A. Pearce Hiaerns, and other well-known lawyers, as 
well as representatives of various Government Departments. 
Among the latter is Mr. Justice Peterson, representing the 
Foreign Claim’ Office. The Committee will act in consultation 
with similar Committees in Allied countries. In an article in 
The New Europe of 21st November, Mr. E. 8. Roscoe points 
out some of the difficulties which beset the subject; in par- 
ticular, how far subordinate officers are protected by the orders 
of their superiors; and urges that, in any case, the procedure 
should be prompt. ‘‘ The international sense of wrong would 
be better satisfied by the prompt trial and punishment of a 
defined number of offenders, than by prolonged and possibly 
ineffectual attempts to bring to justice a larger number, how- 
ever guilty some of them may be.’’ Meanwhile, the question 
of the extradition of the Kaiser appears to be giving trouble 
to official lawyers here and elsewhere. 


The Settlement of Heirlooms. 

THE DEctsion of Astsury, J., in Re Lewis, Busk v. Lewes 
(1918, 2 Ch. 308), is the latest of a series of important cases 
on the effect of settlements of heirlooms. The difference in 
the rules applying to real and personal property, it is well 
known, makes it impracticable to effect as strict a settlement of 
chattele as of the land with which they are intended to go. It 
is possible to limit life interests in them ; but since an estate tail 
in personalty is not permitted, they vest absolutely in the 
first person who becomes entitled to the land for a vested 
estate of inheritance. This rule can be modified, indeed, to 
some extent, so as to place restrictions on the absolute right 
of the person taking such estate. Thus his right may be de- 
feated by a provision that he shall not take if he dies under 
the age of twenty-one years: Martelli v. Holloway (L. R. 5 
H. L. 532); Re Dayrell (1904, 2 Ch. 496) ; though such a pro- 
vision must be clearly expressed and certain in operation ; 
Re Exmouth-(23 Ch. D. 158). And so, too, the interest of 
the tenant in tail may be defeated if he does not come into 
actual possession of the land: Scarsdale v. Curzon (1 Johns. & 
Hl. 40): Re Angerstein (1895, 2 Ch. 883); Re Fothergill’s 
Estate (1903, 1 Ch. 149). But for this purpose a mere refer- 
ence to ‘‘ possession ”’ is not enough. Thus in Foley v. Bur- 
nell (1 Bro. C. C. 274; 4 Bro. P. GC. 319) chattels in certain 
houses devised in strict settlement were hequeathed “‘ to be 
held and enjoyed by the several persons who, from time to time, 
should respectively and successively be entitled to the use and 
possession of the same houses respectively, as, and in the 
nature of. heirlooms, to be annexed and to go along with such 
houses respectively for ever.’’ Yet, as Astsury, J., pointed 
out in the present case, notwithstanding this language it was 
held that the chattels vested absolutely in an infant tenant i 





of hostile sympathies which was the subject of Lord Suaw’s 
famous dissenting judgment in Zadiq’s case (1917, A. C 


tail in remainder who predeceased the tenant for life, 
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Title to Heirlooms and Actual Possession. 

A DECISION requiring actual possession by the tenant in 
tail was given by the Court of Appeal (Cozens-Harpy, 
M.R., and FarweE.t and Kennepy, L.JJ.) on the words which 
occurred in Re Lord Chesham’s Settlement (1909, 2 Ch. 329) 
There, by a settlement of real estate, made in 1877, chattels 
were assigned to trustees upon trust to permit the same ‘‘ 
used, held, and enjoyed with the mansion house aforesaid 
by the person who for the time being shall be entitled to the 
said mansion house under the limitations thereof hereinbefore 
contained, yet so that for the effect of transmission the same 
shall not vest absolutely in any person hereby made tenant in 
tail male or in tail by pure hase who shall not attain the age 
of twenty-one years. These words were considered inciden- 
tally by Curry, J.,in Re Lord Chesham (31 Ch. D. 466), and 
he considered that the trust for the use and enjoyment of 
the chattels “‘ with the mansion house’’ implied that there 
must be actual possession, and this construction was adopted 
by the Court of Appeal when the A gre arose subsequently 
But in Re Parker (1910, 1 Ch. 58 before Parker, J.; in 
he Beresford Hope (1917, 1 Ch. 287 § before Eve, J.; and in 
the present case of Re Lewis (supra), before Astsury, J., the 
Court has on each occasion distinguished Re Lord Chesham’s 
Settlement, and has held that a tenant in tail took absolutely, 
notwithstanding that he died before coming into possession 
In ke Parker pictures and other articles were, under a will, 
to pass with a mansion house as heirlooms as if they were land 
or other real property appurtenant thereto, and were to con 
tinue annexed to the house as long as the law would permit, 
and were to be inherited and enjoyed by the several persons 
who should succeed to the house. In substance the gift does 
not seem very different from that in the Chesham case, but 
PaRKER, J., pointed out that there was no reference to the use 
and enjoyment of the chattels with the mansion house, and he 
held that they passed to the tenant for life as next-of-kin of 
his deceased eldest son. Similarly in Re Beresford Hope 
(supra), where there was a direction that ehattels should go 
with the estates, but no words requiring actual enjoyment, the 
chattels vested in a tenant in tail who died before his estate 
fell into possession. In Re Lewis (supra) the gift seems to 
have come nearer to that in the Chesham case. Chattels in and 
about a mansion house were ‘‘ to go and be held and enjoyed 
with the mansion house so far as the rules of law and equity 
will permit’’ by the persons for the time being “ entitled to 
the possession ’’ of the real estates. Here, again, it is diffi- 
cult to distinguish the Chesham case, but Astsury, J., did so, 
though rather, apparently, because the words were, in fact, 
different, than because the difference was substantial: and, 
there being a difference, he preferred to follow Foley v. Burnel/ 
(supra). In fact, the decision of the Court of Appeal seems 
to have attempted to divert the course of authority into a new 
channel, but this attempt the Chancery Division is disinclined 
to follow. 


to be 


Excess Mineral Rights Duty. 

THE EXCEss mineral rights duty introduced by the Finance 
(No. 2) Act, 1915, leads to difficulties of computation such as 
we are getting accustomed to under modern finance legislation 
‘In common,’’ said Lord Dunepin in Murray vy. Inland 
Revenue Commissioners (1918, A. C. 541, 552), ‘‘ with all 
who have had to interpret statutes, I have frequently experi- 
enced difficulties which more careful draftsmanship might have 
obviated. But I confess that the clauses which in this case 
your lordships have to interpret do for blundering English 
Surpass anything I have hitherto seen.’’ In /nland Revenue 
Commissioners v. Duke of Northumberland (1918, 2 K. B. 
573), Sankey, J., not without reason, quoted this dictum as 
some excuse in case his own decision in the latter case should 
be held to be wrong, and, in point of fact, it was based upon 
a somewhat doubtful view of the effect of income tax. Excess 

mineral rights duty is payable where a mineral rent or 
royalty varies with the price of the minerals. If in any 
accounting year ‘‘ the amount payable to any person as rent’ 

exceeds the pre-war standard of the rent, then the duty was 


50 per « cent. of the excess. This has been increased to 60 per 
cent. by the Finance Act, 1916, s. 46. But the pre-war 
standard of rent is purely notional. To discover it you take the 
average of prices for any two of the three pre-war years, and 
then find what the rent for the accounting year would amount 
to, if that average price were taken and applied to the quantity 
raised in the accounting year. This 
appears to be the effect of Murray v. Inland Revenue Commis- 
(supra). The minerals owner, Lord 
HALDANE in that case, pays ‘‘ upon the amount which he re 
ceives from these royalties in the year of accounting, minus 
so much as is arrived at by taking the same number of tons 
as had been raised in the year of accounting, and attributing 
to them a notional royalty corresponding to the figure which 
represents the pre-war average price - 


of materials actually 


seoners according to 


Deduction of Income Tax in Ascertaining the Duty 
But 1n calculating this excess certain deductions are ex- 
pressly authorized by section 43 of the Act of 1915. Thus in 
calculating both the actual and the pre-war values of the rent, 
rent payable to a superior lessor can be deducted (sub-section 
(3)); and increment value duty, payable under section 22 of 
the Finance Act, 1910, can also be deducted (sub-section (4)), 
The question in the present case was whether a similar deduc- 
tion can be made in respect of income tax, although not ex- 
pressly authorized. A comparison between the pre-war rate 
and that now prevailing will shew that this 
may be of great pecuniary imports ance As a matter of prin- 
cip le it might be somewhat difficult to discover ground for the 
deduction, but Sankey, J., avoided this by giving a very 
literal construction to the words of section 43. These impose 
the tax ‘‘ where the amount payable to any person as rent,”’ 
etc., and under the Income Tax Acts the mineral owner only 
receives his rent after deduction of income tax Accordingly, 
in arriving at excess mineral rights duty, you do not deduct 
because it has been already deducted by someone 


of income tax 


income tax, 
else. This is a simple solution, but it appears to overlook the 
principle that income tax paid by a tenant is in effect payment 
made on behalf of the landlord. 


The Honour of the Preside 


For former articles on cognate topics, see 62 Soxicrrors’ 
pp 782, 802, 819, and ante, pp 4, 36, 64 
The Government 


JOURNAL, 


Tue word ‘‘ reconstruction ’’ is in the air 
has already taken the matter in hand, so far as the industrial 
and the solution of the difficult ques 
tions involved is the work of a department given the high 
rank of a Ministry. Though industry will be the particular 
care of the new authority, all sections and all bodies of men 
who have risked their careers and taken their chance of the 
future in order to save the State will have their own special 
and the requirements based upon them will 
demand considerate attention and the removal or 
lowering of barriers that do not serve the State, but are a 
mere shield to privilege claims will 
be well founded in this respect are the young solicitors and 
articled clerks, over 4,000 in number, who are taking their 
part in the national defence, and the question arises how 
their interests can best be served, and what particular form 
the process of reconstruction should take on their behalf. 
Replacement merely will not satisfy the industria] classes, 
and it will be no more than should be expected if it does not 
satisfy the solicitors. Amelioration will be sought as well, 
and it will be no matter for wonder if, having served the 
State in its necessity, they should seek improved prospects 
in the State equivalent to the services they have rendered. 
It will be remembered that Lord Wrensury, in his remark- 
able letter to the Times* on the subject of industrial harmony, 
stated that the noblest development in human relationship 
‘no money in it.”’ The fundamental 
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blemish in the profession of the solicitor is that, if there is | 


money in it (and that is the question with so many), there 
is money in it and little else. With the barrister, on the 
other hand, after a successful career as a junior, the State 
makes public recognition of his by creating him a 
‘* silk,’’ and in due course, if his success be maintained, he 
is raised to the Bench or fills one of the many offices to which 
The rewards are honoris 


ervices 


the Bar is the sole means of access 


causd, and solicitors are entirely deprived of them What 
this deprivation means can best be understood by an instance 
of the beneficial effect of the acknowledgment of merit In 


an article published some years ago on the doctors of Queen 
Vicroria, it was stated that, so scrupulous was the regard 
paid to character in the choice of them, that a new standard 
was set in the profession and the effect of it was felt 
throughout. The cultivation of habits and the growth of 
tendencies were induced calculated to meet the standard the 
Sovereign had imposed, and, because the posts were open 
to any member of it and were not the privilege of a section 
only, this invigorating leaven pervaded the entire body 
There is no such incentive operating in the profession of 
the solicitor, for no attainment on his part, in point of 
character as supplementing ability, will suffice to raise him 
above the level in the Law that his brancli of the profession 
is now set 

It is desired to approch this 
the Bar, as one lending itself to accommodation, for, as in 
dividuals, the two branches of the profession maintain cordial 
relations. To the emoluments of the Bar, vreat though they 
are, we are indifferent The point, and the only point, is 
that, while both are engaged in the administration of the 
law with equal devotion and equal ability, all the responsi 
bility in law rests upon the one, and all the honours go 
to the other the marks of distinction accorded 
to the Bar proceed upon the assumption that these are its 
only returns, and we are invited to regard its pecuniary 
recompense as in the nature of an honorarium also. As a 
matter of fact, not only do counsel receive fees commensurate 
with their services, but, in practice these fees are better 
secured to them than are own own, in the measure in fact 
in which a debt of honour amongst people desiring to pre- 
serve their honour is generally mre punctiliously discharged 
than a legal obligation , 


ubject, as far as it touches 


Presumably . 


It would seem, therefore, that the Bar, in the matter of 
professional rewards, has got the best of both worlds, and 
its privileges will need to be revised in the social reconstruc 
tion that the war is bringing about if solicitors are no longer 
to be denied the equality that by the analogy of other pr 
fessions is their right. There is no pale within the Church 
any more than there is in Medicine, and there should be 
none in the Law. This differential treatment of solicitors 
serves as a discouragement, and is injurious in its effect, and 
it is an injustice that cries aloud for correction. The Bat 
has the sole right to promotion to the Bench, and this i 
the head and front of its offending, for it implies so much 
If not contrived with a view to creating a monopoly, it 
operates as such, and deprives the other branch of the pro 
fession of participation in the benefits that spring from it. 
He who has the right to promotion to the Bench and to fill 
the Law Offices of the Crown possesses a strong incentive to 
professional rectitude, and in this resides the virtue of the 
privilege. For, to qualify for these offices, a high standard 
in point of character is required, and is therefore of necessity 
cultivated. 

As things are, solicitors are as effectually debarred from 
filling the Law Offices as they are denied elevation to the 
Bench Not even the present Premier himself, though a 
solicitor, is now, or has been at any time in his career, 
qualified to hold the post of Solicitor-General. The Solicitor 
General is a barrister, and the office is the carefully guarded 
privilege of the Bar. And where solicitors have the right 
to be heard—namely, in the county courts—and on that 
account might be thought to acquire a right to promotion 





to the County Court Bench, there again the privilege is 
reserved to the Bar, and our branch of the profession is 
excluded. In the minor offices of the Crown a solicitor may, 
in a rare instance, get a Mastership, but, generally speaking, 
the only field of public service which he may regard as his 
own is the municipal field, for the town clerkships aud other 
local offices usually fall to solicitors, and the Bar does not 
compete for them. The Bar knows when it is well off, and 
the service of the State suffices for it. It has its disabilities 
as well as its privileges, but these are conceived equally in 
It cannot recover its fees, but, at the same 
Wisely, too, it has 


its own interest. 
time, it has no liability for its work. 


denied itself the handling of other people’s moneys, and by ° 


this denial has done more than anything else to keep its 
honour untarnished. Altogether, by what it has taken and 
by what it has left, it has studied its welfare in point of 
character no less than in point of rewards, and we have only 
to examine the system by which this professional elevation 
has been reached to mark out for ourselves the path of recon- 
struction along which our efforts should lie. 

It is not that the Bar inherently and ab initic is better 
qualified for high office than our own branch. The same 
high standard of ability and character is set at the outset 
as the qualification of each, and, if the Bar presents more 
notable figures amongst its members than solicitors do in 
their branch of the profession, it is only because the work 
of the solicitor is more private in character and the: barrister 
has waiting for him positions which, as a matter of course, 
give distinction to his career and attract the public eye. 
By comparison with the Bar, solicitors are like a Parliamen- 
tary party in opposition. Their powers and qualities in 
office are yet unproved, and no particular virtues attach to 
their names. But give them the same opportunities as the 
Government and the same individual eminence will arise. 
That distinction, even without these opportunities, marks 
the personnel of the profession is established by the fact that 
the greatest politt&al force of the age and the figure on whom 
the hopes of the country have been during the war chiefly set, 
Mr. Lioyp GeorGr, has sprung from its ranks. 

And in point of character it must be rememebred that 
temptations are liable to attend the path of the solicitor from 
which the barrister is free, and it is a problem, in the deter- 
mination of character, whether a higher level is not reached 
in the man who has been tried and has resisted than in the 
man who has never been called upon to resist because he has 
never been tried. The State ir its relations even with the 
more exalted of its servants does not ignore the contingency 
of human frailty, for the high salaries paid to the judges 
are commonly justified on the ground, not merely that they 
should attract men superior to the temptations of their 
office, but that they should put these men beyond the reach 
of these temptations. With solicitors, it is not that they 
yield to temptation—very few do—it is that, uniike the Bar, 
they are exposed to temptation, and, unlike the Bench, they 
are not shielded from it if it come, and these conditions have 
a depressing effect on their career. The reconstruction we 
eek should chiefly operate in mitigating this evil, and, if 
we ask for the profession a new prospect in the State and 
a new standard by which to qualify for it, it is only in 
consequence of our belief that the professional tone can best 
be invigorated thereby. 

We see the effect of outlook upon the Bar, and we desire 
to come under the same beneficial influences. We see its effect 
upon the medical profession, and we wish our future to be 
shaped by it. We see, in both, systems lit by lofty encourage- 
ment, and we desire to enter them. We wish to see a4 
better professional world for those sons and pupils of ours 
who will be returning with their laurels to take our places 
And on nothing is our heart more set than on the elimination, 
for their sake, of those pitfalls in our profession that have 
been the undoing of some, the trial and test of others, and 
may yet be the ruin of more. The business of the solicitor 


being what it is and what, from public necessity, it must 
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presumed, and innocence does not require to be established 
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remain, the risks that attend it may be regarded as its in- 

evitable -accompaniment. But, if they cannot be removed, 

they can be counteracted by giving a new direction to our 
aims, and this direction, it is our purpose to shew, is best 
sought in the claim to a right of passage to the Bar, for 
this implies access to the Bench, and so contact with the 
light beneath which the professional virtues flourish, 

There is a question closely touching the honour of the 
solicitor’s branch of tlie profession that invites reflection It 
concerns the relations of solicitor and client. The Bar is 
paid more or less according to the standing of the individual 
barrister, and members of the inner Bar command large 
fees, which are not general amongst counsel as a body With 
the solicitor, on the other hand, eminence in his profession 
brings no higher reward for his services, for the same fees 
are common to all, and his only means of advancement lies 
in the increase of his connection. And what makes the 
contrast the more singular is the fact that, not only are 
the fees of the Bar elastic, but in practice the Bar holds 
an impregnable position in regard to them And this 
security is due, as it is thought the Bar will 
admit, to the fact that they are collected through the 
solicitor; benevolently taxed by him as it were in advance 
and the public are, in consequence, presumed to have had, 
in point of the propriety of them, the protect on of protes ional 
advice. 

This is an advantageous position from the point of view 
of the Bar. In the case of the solicitor it is different, for, 
dealing with the public direct, no agreement with regard 
to his own fees will suffice. For an agreement providing for 
special fees for particular services—a provision only too 
often justified in practice—is binding on the solicitor, but 
not on the client, the presumption being—and it is a pre 
sumption of law—that such an agreement is obtained by 
undue influence which cannot be met or refuted by any 
facts if the client did not have independent advice Whether 
the same situation would arise in the case of the Bar if 
solicitors discontinued the 
counsel, like the medical specialist, took their emoluments 
direct from the public, it is 
the fact remains that the Bar has contrived a &8tabie position 
in the matter of its fees, and, where circumstances warrant, 
the solicitor’s branch would do well to follow its example 
In the case of the solicitor, as in the case of the barrister, 
exceptional ability should admit of exceptional reward, and 
special work should receive special pay. And the protection 
of the public that, in the case of counsel, is apparently 
given by the solicitor, in the case of the solicitor, wanting 
a better instrument, might be given by the taxing office. The 
duties of the taxing office for this purpose might be made to 
include the determination of charges in advance for special 
work, as well as the revision of charges on completion for 
ordinary work. 

It is, however, in point of honour, rather than on a ques 
tion of advantage, that this attitude of the Court towards 
solicitors is deplored. Admittedly, solicitors are its officers, 
and, as such, are subject to the rules of a service that, from 
the time they enter it to the day they leave it, has all the 
rigours of active service. But professional discipline is not 
necessarily rooted in a presumption of dishonour, and it 1s 


generously 


collection of its fees, and 


unnecessary to consider. Sut 


felt that solicitors have become the subject of exceptional | '4!" or 
had agreed impliedly to purchase, and were, 


bound to purchase of A all his chlorine still waste which, 


treatment in this respect that is wholly undeserved. The 
elevation of the profession cannot proceed so long as this 
aspersion of its  acanprnn is voluntarily accepted, and it is 
to be hoped that, in the review of their position which the 
solicitors on service will make on their return to practice, 
this degrading aspect of the professional status will not escape 
them. 
should be satisfied with his legal costs may commend itself, 
but it may well be asked that, in the event of any departure 
from it, each case should be judged upon its merits, and the 
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igreement between, o 


Unpremeditated Terms in Mercantile 
Agreements. 


rule, preventive practice follows the teachings 
of curative practice. Or, to put this truth in more colloquial 
language, a man very often owes his immunity from trouble 
to the untortunate, and not 1 


to the 


As i eneral 


inexpensive, experiences of some 
irefulness and caution of a 
gal adviser versed in other troubles which have arisen. It 
quite true that if the English, or any other of the com- 
batant peoples, had treated with contempt, and disregarded, 
the established teachings of bacteriology, defeat would, on 
that account alone, have overtaken them But how, and 
teachings established ? 
not prevention a 


previous litigant, or 


in what manner, were such priceles 


And, when they were established, wa 


itively “easy task ? 
Whenever a lawyer is called upon to express in legal form 
a commercial agreement, he will have to pay studious atten- 
tion to the teachings of case law and of commercial experi- 
ence Moreover, he may be pretty sure of two things—the 
instrument will have to be prepared against 
time ; the other, that he will be called upon to express terms 
in regard to which precedents will furnish him with com- 
He will thus have, much more 
usual, to depend upon his previous personal study 
of the principles of com- 


one, that the 


paratively little assistance 
than i 
ind preparati n hi knowledge 
mercial law, and his acquaintance with, and proficiency in, 
legal phraseology and language; and the manner in which 
ie executes his task will afford an excellent gauge of his 
professional knowledge and accomplishments in these most 
mportant departments, of the depth and width of his view, 


d of the brillianey, yet judicious restraint, of his con 
eyancll imagination 

What topics are most likely to engage his thoughts when 
taking that precautionary glance around which 1 oO impor 
tant for diagnosis, as well as profitable for design, before 
setting pen to pape 


more than one precedent (Webt v. Plummer, 2 
Reale y v Steuart, 7 II W N 753 : The Voor 
ck, 14 P. D. 64: Hamblyn v. Wood, 1891, 2 Q. -B. 488; 


Pee Nott and the Cardiff Corporation, 1918, 2 K. B. 146; 


mad vith respect to lease the many cases cited in Woodfall 
n Landlord and Tenant (19th ed.), at p. 208), which warns 
is of the insidious danger of terms by implication. In the last 


of Appeal, the late Mr. Justice 


imed ase in the Court 


NEVILLE ruled that in ca$es where the parties to a contract are 


ential term, an interpreter may imply an 


ilent upon an ¢ 
among, them to the necessary effect ; but 


hat he may make such an implication only in cases where 


1@ 1 itisfied such an agreement must have been intended ; 


ind his lordship remarks that the tloquent passage in Lord 
Justice BowEn’s judgment in one case—The Moorcock (ube 
sup., at p. 68)—means no more than this proposition Re 


a 


wi 


l 
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the doctrine of implied term 


Vott and the Cardiff Corporation (uhi sup., at P 
Where A. upon letting certain works at Manchester to P and 
Q, agreed to.supply them with all the chlorine still waste 


No abolition of the wholesome rule that a solicitor | accepting 
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106), 


it came from the still at a given price, and not to part 
th anv of such waste to others, it was held that, on a 
truction of the agreement, P and Q, on their part, 
wcordingly, 
The fact that the 


uring the tenancy, came from the still. 


manufacture of P. and Q. had failed. or was disc¢ ntinued, 


that the waste proved useless and no longer necessary, 1s 
iite irrelevant. and no sort of answer to an action for not 
Bealey v In short, P. and Q 
id, in making theu a most important 
1 one would think, not unlikely contingency; and while 
availed in favour of A, it did 


Nieuart ( ubi sup.) 


bargain, overlooked 





solicitor should not be made the solitary exception to the 


not operate in favour of 
wheel that should be noted and guarded against, or 


f P and Q—a turn in fickle Fortune’s 
perhaps, 


utilised whenever occasion arise 
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The passion business men have for arbitration is as remark- 


able as it is undoubted. We imagine a provision for the 
reference of disputes to arbitration to find a place in most 
mercantile agreement notwithstanding conveyancers have 
expressed a doubt upon the prudence of including such a 
provision, almost as a matter of course, in articles of partner- 
ship and other instruments, and thus excluding an injured 
party from having recourse to the ordinary Courts; and 
we have reminded the profession that, whereas if the parties to 
fer it to arbitration they can do so without 


a dispute wish to re 
bound themselves to resort to no other 


having previou 
tribunal, whenever they do so bind themselves, a settlement 
may be delayed, and the disputant who is confident of his 
iw placed at a disadvantage by being compelled 


position at 
Davidson’s Conveyan ing, 


to run the risk of an arbitration 


vol. 2. part I, P 123: vol. 5, part s p 222, and part 4 p 
325. Whenever the parties really intend to invite and wel- 
come such possible guests as these, we believe the more 


popular stipulation takes the form of providing for a 
reterence to a ingle 


g arbitrator, if the disputants 


can agree on one 1 respected merchant in the particular 


trade being selected, in a large number of cases—to go into 
the controversy and settle it; and there seems no valid ob 


. } 


jection to this form, in every day affairs, when the pecuniary 
amount at issue cannot be seriou 
(To he continued ) 


The Theory of a Second Chamber. 


ITT. 

(vi.) Election by Gre ups of Members of the House of (‘ommons 
Lord Scumnen,* however, is no believer in the superiority of 
‘groups ’ over the entire House of Commons as regards freedom 
from part spirit 

What is the responsibility, say, of the sixty-six Lancashire 
members meeting and voting as a group in a Committee Room 
that it should mak of them a different and better 
man from what he is when he passes through the lobbies with 


or ene h Ulle 


his fellows in the usual way 

And he points out that the argument, that they will be guided 
by higher motives by reason of their responsibility to their own 
constituents and to the great mass of voters of the larger area,’’ 
rests on a fallac A member of the House of Commons has a 
special duty to his constituents and a general duty to the whole 
country, and if, in selecting members of the Second Chamber, he 
could not be trusted to perform this general duty, there is no 
guarantee that he would perform in a non-party spirit the new duty 
to a special electoral area. Says Lord SUMNER 

The hypothesis is that a member might in this connection 
be forgetful of his duties to the nation at large, and mindful 
only of the call of his party. If it be so, what warrant is there 
for crediting him with a sense of duty to a county or a group 
of counties, when he would be insensible to the clearer duty 
to the country at large? If from party blindness or party 
feeling a man cannot do his duty simply as a member of Par 
liament, he is not likely to be sensitive to it as a member of 
one-thirtieth fraction of one part of Parliament. What magic 
is there to purge his eyesight or his passions in thus dividing 
the substance?” 

And Lord Sumner sees no chance for the members of the grouped 
counties being able to exclude the wire puller and the party 
manager from their selection of candidates. The two classes of per 
sons to be considered are the desirable and the undesirable candi 
dates: the former the men of ripe experience, of known virtue 
experts in the arts of administration at home and abroad,”’ but not 
the sort of people who will go canvassing ; the other, “ local nota 
bilities not unwilling to serve, or elderly politicians whom younger 
rivals are not unwilling to elbow gently out of the way.”’ And how, 
says Lord Sumner, “are the thirteen groups to ensure the first class 
and eschew the second As each group will consist of diverse and 
antagonistic elements, none can possess any common machinery by 
which to prepare a list of suitable candidates.” 

As intimated in the passage just quoted, the proposed “ groups "’ 
are thirteen in number, arranged as follows, with the seats in the 
Second Chamber allotted to them London (27); South-Fastern 
(15); South Midlands (15); East Anglia (15); Wessex (18); South 
West Midlands (15): North-West Midlands (15); East Midlands 





*“ A Tame Houre of Lords.” By Lord Sumner of Ibstone. The Quarterly Review, 
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(15); Lancashire (27); Yorkshire (24); Northern (15); Wales and 
Monmouth (15); Scotland (30). The number of the seats corre- 
sponds to the population of the groups, 15 being allotted to about 
two and a half million, and 27 to four and a half. Whether the 
selection of these groups will have the impartial results anticipated 
by the majority of the Conference, or whether, as Lord Sumner 
suggests, it will only lead to the re-introduction of party 
machinery, is a question which for the present must be regarded 
as open. 

Selection from the Existing Peerage.—The “ group’’ system gives 
246 members of the Second Chamber, Ireland being for the present 
left out of account. It is further proposed that, in order to pre- 
serve continuity with the present House of Lords, there should 
be an additional number of 81 members, to be chosen in the first 
instance from the existing peerage by a Joint Standing Committee 
of both Houses of Parliament, this number to be subsequently 
reduced to 30, but the remaining 51 would continue to be selected 
by the Joint Committee, though the selection would be thrown 
open. The reasons for this are thus stated in Lord Bryce’s letter : 

‘Two arguments enforced the desirability of avoiding a 
complete breach with the past, One . the respect which it 
is desirable that the nation should feel for the Second) Chamber 
will be all the greater if it be regarded as an ancient institu- 
tion remodelled in accordance with modern views and feelings 
rather than as a brand new creation. The other consideration 
was that among the existing peers there are many men of 
distinguished ability and long experience in legislation and 
administration, men whose services the country would desire to 
retain.”’ 

On which Lord Sumyer remarks : 

“This must be very gratifying to the House of Lords, but 
all one can say is that if the Nation can regard such a Second 
Chamber as an ancient institution remodelled, and not as a 
brand new creation, or can believe that members of it, selected 
by the House of Commons, will be chosen by the People, but 
without taint of Party spirit, the Nation can believe any- 
thing.” 

We need not ourselves offer any comment on this somewhat 
singular proposal, except to say that, on any reasonable mode of 
selection, all the peers who are now experienced and trusted in the 
Legislature would be sure to find places in the Second Chamber 
without having to rely on their peerages ; and, further, that as to 
the proposal that a certain small number should be taken from 
the Hpiscopal Bench, the Conference was reckoning without the 
Free Churches. It may safely be assumed that, if ministers of 
religion are awarded a place in the Second Chamber, no particular 
denomination will be allowed a preference. But we have little 
doubt that such persons will get in exclusively on their merits, and 
on this footing the Church of England is assured a full represen- 
tation, 

As regards .the Law Lords, the Conference placed them on a 
special footing : 

“It is thought that, if and so long as the Second Chamber 
continues to discharge the judicial functions now discharged 
by the House of Lords as Supreme Court of Appeal, these high 
judicial personages should continue to sit as ex-officio members. 
Their presence will add to its deliberations an element of 
special knowledge and long experience which will doubtless 
be available in the future, as it has been in the past, for the 
purpose of revising Bills and securing that the form in which 
they pass shall be legally correct. The same considerations 
apply to the Lord Chancellor and to those ex-Lord Chancellors 
who take part in the judicial business of the House. It is 
suggested that they ought to remain ex-officio members while 
they sit as Judges of Appeal.” 

But as regards all constitution-making it has an air of unreality 
until the proposals are put into practice. The position has been 
put once for all by Burke in his description of the efforts in this 
lirection of the Abbé Sreres :— 

“Abbé Sreyes has whole nests of pigeon-holes full of con- 
stitutions ready-made, ticketed, sorted, and numbered, suited 
to every season and every fancy; some with the top of the 
pattern at the bottom, and some with the bottom at the top; 
some plain, some flowered ; some distinguished for their sim- 
plicity, others for their complexity; ... some with direc- 
tories, others without a direction; some with councils of 
elders, and councils of youngsters ; some without any council 
at all. Some where the electors choose the representatives ; 
others where the representatives choose the electors. Some in 
long cloaks and some in short cloaks; some with pantaloons ; 
some without breeches. Some with five-shilling qualifications, 
some totally unqualified!” (Letter to a Noble Lord, Works, 
Vol. 8, p. 58. ) 
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and in Formby v. Formby (102 L. T. Rep. 116), which had been cited | « f d it Th ' oT be done when the answer 
with approval in other cases, it was laid down that evidence of authorit ita nm ros lef und that ise the respondent, 
of an outside principal was not admissible, if to give such evidence would f and, is ind to make the alleged adulterer a co-respon 
be to contradict some term in the contract itself. In Humble Hunt dent, a party, as he ild } id to do in case he had presented 


a 
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e expressed to be made against the appellant r money du 
:yment of a sum of money which was not certain or specified ; (3) 
vas the default expressed to be one of the defaults excepted from 
the Debtors Act, 1869, by section 4; and (4) the writ 

t . pl ly ind c 








ion of 


ichment : t and could : 
e Practice Ma 
idgment d that came to the conclu 


that the eal must be allowed, because 


Court, the appellant seemed to have no 
ry rule that a person's liberty should not 
proceedings were in order In this case tl 
writ of attachment, were not 
was made under ord 52, 1 25, u 
ing’s Bench Forms, 14th ed., p. 24 In 
reconsideration. It was a form of order 
pers between whom and the applicant the rela 
ent existed or had existed The form ordered 
oe < eliv I account ‘‘ shewing all 
é y him f on act ) Me & applicant Lhese 
WEATHERLEY No ) os vere in at } g » of the rule No doubt 
Waren : ; t leant i in the ordinary sense of debtor and 
IME ’ RE THI ' = : i 7 words were capable of being read as applying 
OR nf aN _ : ly t le I The form then went on to order pay 
amount due’’ from the solicitor 
yubt a its meaning If it 
unt to b », and had ordered 
een a ler, because the 
h the sum admitted to be due 
that amount the order for 
now stood, was t meagre 
to found an order for a 
ind ul appeal must 1eceed As re 
nent the writ as issued had an indorse 
mplicated the matte: The words in the 
lt in payment of money under section 4, sub 
1869, were struck ont He thought that 


ault in deliver 


++ 


A i 


relying rather on the defi 

1ion-payment of money I 
ch made the ground of attachment un 
rit had been founded on an order re 

rder for the delivery of a cash ; unt put' 

tut, having regard to the ‘ é halt 

cedure was regular, it could nm stra 

ly good and partly bad, and the pa alte 

at part of it I 1 Ww mad 

vhole it i iy Ne ol Cow 

ne and indefinite, give 


Sut here, again 


could purge his trus' 
muet be discharged part 
opinion. As it stood, the « The 
ctions and was wholly irregu Dyr 
unfortunat y c- of t] 
ne f ! tered 
payments by being 
received and pany 
ym was sever 
for non-com trust. 
at part of the orde said 
is opinion it could not plura 
1 a case as this, involving held 
onsideration of the question quest 
of view different from that suggested perso 
himself upon the observation share 
vhere that learned Judge 
liberty of the subje t but 
libertw of the subject who deserves to 
him to be a most dangerous principle to 
he learned Judge would not have given 
had been accustomed to trv criminal 
idopt the rule laid down by Bowen, the tr 
R. 109), that ‘‘every subject of Her thos: 
he ought not to be put in prison unless Rot in 
been satisfied ’ 1 rule which was repeated effect 
1910, W. N. 129) by Lord Cozens-Hardy alter ¢ 
» Court could not be t strict in matters affect- tion) 
Ord. 52, r. 25, gave power to the on} b 
yr, upon a summons by his client pany « 
» list of the nevs or se I *s whi h he ing fir 


behalf of the applic n r bring into Bier: 
of the same r that rule Master 
form set out i l y's King’s Bench 
orde equited ’ ] deliver a 
eived by him for ar vccount 
the t the amo ue from him The 
found due 
deLit and 


iccount 


t made denendent upon the amour 
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writ of attachment to issue for both defaults. In his opinion the orde: 
for attachment and the writ were both bad, because they included 


matter for which a writ of attachment could not issue, and as It inv Ive 
the liberty of the subject it could not Le severed and treated as valid 


for the matter for which itecould stand lf the order were mere 
irregular, different considerations might apply it where part t 
order for attachment was bad, tl writ of attachment could not isst 
Appeal! illowed CouNSEI for the ppellant Distu l. K.t and 
du Pareg; for the respondent, Giveer SOLICITORS, for the appellant 


Kenneth Brown, Baker d- Baker for the t ndent, J. BR. Cardeu 
Smith 


(Reported by Exsxine Reip, Barrister-at Lew.) 


High Court—Cnancery Drvision. 
BURNS v. SIEMENS BROTHERS DYNAMO WORKS (LIWM.) 
Astbury, J. oth November 


CoMPANY—RECTIFICATION OF REGISTER OF SHAREHOLDER SHAR 
Joust HOLDERS—KEGISTRATION IN DIFFERENT URDER-—-COMPANIE 
CONSOLIDATION icT, 1YUG (6 ED. 7, Cc. OY dZ2 


lhe ¢ 7 j fo atter the regiater f is not fi tlead 
cases speciped n the ¢ pane ( naeolta Lw 
the Court has inherent jurisdiction to see that leg wners of shares ai 
not han pered in the exercise t their rights at tt ’ 





go entel nthe reqiate az to nabl the f ex thei f 







e tte 


Legal ners of shares who at t holders ntitled 
their names entered on the register in any order they Uke 
Re Saunders & Co (1908, 1 Uh 415) followed 








High Court-—Kiny s Bench Division. 
LONDON AND SOUTH WESTERN RAILWAY CO 












Substantive relief ought not to be given on ¢ interl itory appl 
cation 

ihis was an action by Burns and Hambro, who were the trustees 
the debenture holders ot the Siemens Compaiy, against the detendant 
called for shortness in this report the Dynamo Company, asking for a 
declaration that they were entitled to have the register of the tyynamo 
Company altered in the way they asked by splitting thei holding and 
putting Burns’ name first for halt and Hambro’s name first for the other 
half, and for an order for such alteration, and for an injunction to re 
strain the Dynamo Company from holding a general meeting pending the 


alteration On an interlocutory application by motion, Astbury, J 

made an order to rectify the register, which was discharged by the 
Court of Appeal on the ground that substantive relief ought not to b 
given on an interlocutory application. The facts were thes These 


trustees held all the shares in the Dynamo Company except seven, as 
part of the specifically mortgaged premises of the Siemens Company 
The other seven shares were held hy directors of the Siemens and 
Dynamo Companies. The Dynamo Company worked a special branch 


of the Siemens Company's busfness. The block of shares were reg 
tered in the names of Burns and Hambro, in that order, but Han 

be ng under certain disat ties under the articles of the Dy i ( ! 
pany, if Burns was ill or absent the voting power might be lost The 
seven othe: shareholders were not available is) «6©proxies f the 
trustees, as they repres nted the Siemens Compar ys terest Art l 


said that words imputing the singular number only were to include th 
plural number. Article 31 provided that only one certificate for share 
held in joint names was to be issued. Article 143 provided that on a1 
question to be decided by p il, ery meé mber present at the me et 
person or by proxy and entitled to vote thereat had one vote for every 
share held by him. Article 147 provided that if more than one e 
jointly entitled to a share, the person whose name stood first in thé 
register of members as one of the holders of the share, and no other 
was entitled to vote in respect thereof Article 150 provided that a 
Member entitled to vote might not appoint any other member entitled to 
vote as his proxy in voting at the ] The trustees sought to split 
their holding as stated above Couns for the trust s contended that 
the trustees were entitled to have their names entered in any order they 
chose They referred to Re Saunders &: Co supra The s} litting would 
fot increase the vot power on the poll, but o ly render t mor 
effectually exercisabl There is inherent jurisdiction in the Court to 





ne 
e 





alter the register, apart from section 32 of the Companies (Consolida 
tion) Act, 1908 The articles will still he complied th. as there wil 
oly be one certifi ate for each bloc! Counsel for the defendant n 
pany contended that there was no pre lent for splitt ne joint hold. | 
ing into two joint holdings by the same persons with their names in | 
different order | 
Astnury, J., after stating the facts, said: Art sl nm 

that there shall be only one certificate in respect of each bl chew | 
held in joint name Art 147 ps ks doubt ' 

the s ame bloc! und article 150 enables tl member entitled to 

appoint “‘ any other member entitled to vote , 

fan | split into two joint holding f different ‘ | 

trust s desir T} tri e ' t . f hares w 

full voting rights under the articles. It was intended that these t 

the ld be a reality: but as matters stand Bur 

Mights are evanescent T} is no direct ithorit ‘ . , 

the splitting of a joint holding. but the remarl Re S a 

feupra ire not in fa ‘ he Dvna , f - 7 = 
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idant admitted that he was bound to pay 


a very careful judg 
and that the plaintiff 


f 





was erroneous T he j la ntiff was entitled, upon the defendant's repudia 
tion of the contvact, to recover for the Joss he had sustained by reason 

f the defendant's breach of contract; the loss being measured by, or 

| I represented by, the damages flowing from the breach within the 
templation of the parties to the contract. It was clearly within the 
ntemplation of the parties to _ contract that the plaintiff would 





did | have earned these tips Che deputy county court judge thought it was 
mplied term of tl iwreeme nt that the plaintiff should be entitled 
to receive the tips, and that the defendant knew and contemplated that 
ntra as made so that if it were broken by him the plaintiff 
1 sustair 88 in respect of tips which would otherwise have been 

I t nin He Lush J did not Say that t 

lant lertook t let the plaintiff cut the hair of istome 

é ould t t the plaintiff into su 

ild be prevented from receiving the remuneratior 
‘ uuld have received in the ordinary course if he fulfilled the 
for h he was engaged. This being so, the plaintiff was entitled 
t ld lama the item in dispute The defendant did prevent 
t plaintiff m earning the tips, and thi broke the contract: and 
’ of the damages the plaintiff was entit to was thes tips Judg- 


yulid be ente red for the plaintiff 
SAILHACHE, J., agreed.—Counsei, Colam, K.C., and Fortune. Sonim 
} rf U { (08 the defendant did not appea 


G. H. Ksorr, Barrister-at-l 





New Orders, &c. 


The King’s Speech. 
' the text f the Spee h delivered by the King on 
t. on t Pror tion f Parliament The dissolution followed 






a ee te 





i a peri a 


Phe AS10N 1 which I address you marks the closs 
vhich will be for ever memorable in the history of our Country 
Che War, upon which all the energies of My Peoples throughout My 


Dominions have for more than four years been concentrated, has at 
ength been brought to a triumphant issue. The conclusion of an Armis 


tice with the last of the Powers that have been ranged against us gives 
promise at no distant date of an honourable and enduring peace 
[ ha ilready sought an opportunity of expressing publicly to My 


Peoples and to My Allies the sentiments of heartfelt admiration and 
ratitude with which I regard the supreme and self-sacrificing devotion 
that has led to this glorious result. Amidst our rejoicing let us not 
et to render humble thanks to Almighty God for the success with 
hich it has pleased Him to crown our arms 


(jentl en of the House of Commons, « 
| ’ if e unfailing patriotism with whicl ou have mad 
for the equirements of the War 
f Lov nd ¢ n 
I exertiol h have carried us to victory in the must 





vise be abated or slackened until the ravages of war have 
been repaired, and the fabric of our national prosperity has been 


| 

restored Through the extension of the suffrage which this Parlia 
ment has arried into effect, all classes of My People will have an 
yportunit It imspiring and guiding this beneficent undertaking I 


t that the spirit of unity which has enabled us to surmount the 
It not be wanting in the no less arduous task of estab 


perils of war wi 
ishing on the sure foundation 
lof My People 

In bidding you farewell, I pray that the blessing 


may rest upon vour labours 


f ordered liberty the common welfare 


if Almighty God 





A. Proclamation 


FOR DISSOLVING THE PRESENT PARLIAMENT, AND 
DECLARING THE CALLING OF ANOTHER 
GChRORGI R.I 
Whereas We ha thought fit, | and with the advice of Our Privy 
Council, to dissolve this present Parliament which stands prorog ied 
» Friday, the Thirteenth day of December next: We do, for that 
| End, publish tl Our Royal Proclamation, and do hereby dissolve 


the said Parliament accordingly : And the Lords Spiritual and Tem- 
| poral, and the Knights, Citizens, and Burgesses, and the Commis 
| sioners for Shires and Burghs, of the House of Commons, are dis 
; charged from their Meeting and Attendance on the said Friday, the 
Thirteenth day of December next And we being . desirous and 


as mav be. to meet Our People und to have theif 
to all Our loving Sub 


all 


resolved, as soon 
Advice in Parliament, do hereby make known 
jects Our Royal Will and Pleasure to call a new Parliament And 
do hereby further declare, that, by and with the Advice of Ow 
Privy Council, We have given Order that Our Chancellor of that 
Part of Our United Kingdor n called Great Britain and Our Chancellor 
of Ireland do respectively, upon Notice thereof, forthwith issue vt 
Writs, in due Form and according to the Law, for calling a ne* 
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Parliament : And We do hereby also, by this Our Royal Proclamativn 
under Our Great Seal of Our United Kingdom, require Writs forth 
with to be issued accordingly by Our said Chancellors respectively 
for causing the Lords Spiritual and Temporal and Commons who are 
to serve in the said Parliament to be duly returned to, and give 
their - Attendance in, Our said Parliament on Tuesday, the Twenty 
first dgy of January next, which Writs are to be returnable in dus 
course of Law. 


25th November. Gazette, 26th November 


Order in Council. 
THE NEW PARLIAMENT. 

His Majesty, having been this day pleased by His Royal Pro 
clamation to dissolve the present Parliament and to declare the calling 
of another, is hereby further pleased, by and with the advice ot 
His Privy Council, to order that the Right Honourable the Lord 
High Chancellor of that part of the United Kingdom called Great 
Britain, and the Right Honourable the Lord Chancellor of Ireland, 
do respectively, upon notice of this His Majesty’s Order, forthwith 
cause Writs to be issued in due form and according to Law fer 
the calling of a new Parliament, to meet at the City of Westminster 
on Tuesday, the Twenty-first day of January next: which Writs 
are to be returnable in due course of Law 


25th November. [Gacette, 26th November 


New Statutes. 
On the 21st inst. the Royal Assent was given to the following Acts :— 
Appropriation Act, 1918. 
Isle of Man (Customs) Act, 1918. 
Loans (Incumbents of Benefices) Amendment Act, 1918 
Midwives Act, 1918. 
Special Commission (Belfast Prison) Act, 1918 
Burghs Gas Supply (Scotland) Amendment Act, 1918 
Stockbrokers (Ireland) Act, 1918. 
Education (Scotland) Act, 1918. 
Parliament (Qualification of Women) Act, 1918 
Petroleum (Production) Act, 1918 
School Teachers (Superannuation) Act, 1918 
Police (Pensions) Act, 1918. 
Representation of the People (Amendment) Act, 1918 
Affiliation Orders (Increase of Maximum Payment) Act, 1918 
Constabulary and Police (Ireland) Act, 1918. 
Tithe Act, 1918. 
Termination of the Present War (Definition) Act, 1918 
Defence of the Realm (Employment Exchanges) Act, 1918 
Wages (Temporary Regulation) Act, 1918. 
War Pensions (Administrative Provisions) Act, 1918 
Ministry of Munitions Act, 1918 
And to a number of Provisional Orders and Local and Private Acts 






The Guardianship of Infants Act, 1886. 


The Lord Chancellor has nominated Mr. Justice Sargant to be the 
Judge of the Chancery Division for the purposes mentioned in rule 7 
: the rules made in pursuance of the Guardianship of Infants Act, 


House of Lords, 
2lst November, 1918. 


County Court Order, 


The courts and offices of the county courts in England and Wales 
shall be closed on Saturday, 14th December, 1918. 
Dated the 19th day of November, 1918 
(Signed) Firntay, C 


War Orders and Proclamations, &c. 


The London Gazette of 22nd November contains the 
addition to matter printed below : 


1. An Order in Council, dated 19th November. extending to the 
Isle of Man, with certain adaptations, the Defence of the Reali 
Regulations of 27th September, 1918 (other than Article 3 thereof) 


The London Gazette of 26th November contains the following : 


2. A fusther Notice that Licences under the Non-Ferrous Metal 
Industry Act, 1918, have been granted by the Board of Trade to 
certain companies, firms, or individuals. “The 
Sixteen names. 

3. A Notice that an Order has been made by the Board of Trade 
under the Trading with the Enemy Amendment Act, 1918, for the 


realisation and distribution of the of the undermentioned 
siness :— 


following, in 


present list includes 


assets 


_Arnold Otto Meyer and Company, 
Friars, London, E.C.. : 


late London House, Crutched 
Merchants and Agents. 

















LLOYDS BANK 
LIMITED. 


Chairman: Sir RICHARD V. VASSAR-SMITH, Bart. 
Deputy-Chairman: J. W. BEAUMONT PEASE. 


HEAD OFFICE: 71, LOMBARD ST., E.C. 3. 


This Bank has over 1,200 Offices in 
England and Wales, and Agents and 
Correspondents throughout the British 
Empire and in Allied and Neutral 
Countries. It undertakes all departments 
of Colonial and Foreign Banking business. 


ee 











¥4 FRENCH AUXILIARY: 
LLOYDS BANK (FRANCE) & NATIONAL PROVINCIAL BANK (FRANCE) LTD. 
OFFICES in LONDON (60, Lombard St., E.C. 3), PARIS (3, Place de !’Opéea), 
BIARRITZ, BORDEAUX, HAVRE, MARSEILLES and NICE. 





























4. An Admiralty Notice to Mariners (No. 1380 of the year 1918, 
revising N 736 of 1918), relating to English Channel, North Sea, 
southern portion, with Rivers Thames and Medway and approaches. 
Pilotage and Traffic Regulations 


Order in Council. 
NEW DEFENCE OF THE REALM REGULATIONS AND 
REVOCATIONS 


Recita 
It is hereby ordered that the following amendments be made in 
the Defen e of the tealm Re gulations 
Taking of Premises for Ministry of Pensions 
1. The following regulation shall be inserted after Regulation 











‘2ap. It shall be lawful for the Commissioners of Works to 
take possession of any land, including buildings thereon, which the 
Minister of Pensions may certify to be required for the purpose 
of accommodating the staff of the Ministry of Pensions or of 
otherwise carrying into effect the Naval and Military War 
Pensions, «&Cc., Act, 1919 


“It shall be lawful for the Commissioners of Works, or, as 
respects Ireland the Commissioners of Public Works in Ireland, 
with the consent of the Treasury, to take possession of any land, 
including buildings thereon, which the Minister of Labour may 
certify to be required, in connection with any scheme of de 
mobilisation, for the purposes of ethploythent exchanges or the 
accommodation of the staff of any department of the Ministry 
constituted for reinstating in civil life persons who, during the 
present war, have been serving in His Majesty's forces or other 
wise engaged in work of national importance.” 


Revocation. 


2. The regulations mentioned in Part I. of the Schedule to this 
Order shall be revoked, and those mentioned in the first column of 
Part II. of that Schedule shall be revoked to the extent specified 
in the second column of that Part, and no further orders, authorities, 
or requirements shall be made, given or issued under the regulations 
mentioned in Part III. of that Schedule, and in Regulation 14G the 
words “or a British subject proceeding as a passenger from one 
part of Great Britain to another or from one part of Ireland to 
another ’’ shall be omitted, and after the words ‘‘ United Kingdom ”’ 
there shall be inserted the words “ for a place outside the United 
Kingdom.”’ 


SCHEDULE. 
Parr I. 
Recutations Worry Revoxep 


The regulations numbered 2s, 2r, 6, 7a, 8B, 9, 98, 9nB, 9c, 9p, ODD, 
12, 128, 12c, 13, 14p, 148, 15p, 16, 17a, 178, 188, 18c, 19, 25, 25a, 
25p, 25c, 26, 27aa, 29c, Waa, 35p, 35ps, 40p, 41a, 41aaa, 4laB, 4le, 
45a, 45p, 45c, 45p, 53a, 53n, 56n, and 614 





























Parr II. 
REGULATIONS PARTIALLY RevoKED 


No. of 


Regulation Extent of Revocation. 


12a The second paragraph. 

14G Subsection (2). 

21 ihe words “ carry or liberate or” and the 
words ‘‘ or found carrying or liberating.” 

398 The words “and no per-on in the employ- 
ment of a pilotage authority as muster 
or member of tue crew of any ‘essel 
belonging to the authority,” the words 
or in tune employment of a pilotage 
authority as master or member of tue 

| crew ot a vessel belo: gig to the 

authority” wherever they occur, the 
words “if employed by a general light- 
house authority,” and the words “ and if 
employed by @ pilotage authority to the 
\dmuralty.’ 

53 The first paragraph. 


Part III 


REGULATIONS UNDER wHicn FurtHeR Orpers Nor To BE MADE 
and 9aaca. 


[Gazette, 


Board of Trade Orders. 
THE HAY AND STRAW ORDER, No. 4, 1918. 


1. This Order applies to all horses in Great Britain except those 
mentioned in the First Schedule. 

2. No person without the consent in writing of the Controller oi 
Horse Transport shall feed or cause or permit to be fed any long 
hay to any horse to which this Order applies. 

No person without such consent as aforesaid ghall feed or cause 
or permit to be fed to any such horses any hay except in accordance 
with the scale set out in the Second Schedule 

4. No person without such consent as aforesaid shall use any 
oat straw, wheat straw or hay for the purpose of bedding horses 
or for the purpose of packing. 

5. No person shall manufacture for sale or sell any mixed chaff 
containing less than two-thirds of hay, and if required by the pur 
chaser the vendor shall give him at the time of sale a written certifi 
cate to that effect, and shall also, if required, supply hay chaff and 
straw chaff separately 

6. Any person or persons in possession of a horse or horses to 
which this Order applies shall keep a record in writing in sufficient 
detail to show (1) the number of horses kept by him in each class 
referred to in Schedule II.; (2) the total maximum daily ration of 
hay authorized by this Order for such horse or horses ; (3) the quantity 
of hay fed to such horse or horses each week; (4) the quantity of 
all hay and chaff purchased and the date of such purchase. Such 
records shall at all reasonable times be open to the inspection of an 
Officer of Police or any person authorized by the Controller of Horse 
Transport 

7. In this Order 
pony, mule and ass 
chopped hay or straw 

8. If any person owning a horse or horses, or having 
management of a horse or horses, for the time being, acts in contraven 
tion of this Order or aids or abets any other person in doing anything 
in contravention of this Order, that person is guilty of a summary 
Offence against the Defence of the Realm Regulations. 

9. (a) This Order may be cited as the Hay and Straw Order, No. 4, 
1918. 

(b) This Order shall come into force on the first day of December, 
1918, and the Hay and Straw Order, No. 3, 1918 (62 Soricrrors’ 
Journnat 812), is hereby revoked as from that day, without prejudice 
to any proceedings in respect of any previous infringement thereof, 
and without prejudice to any exemptions granted thereunder 

SCHEDULE I 

Horses excluded from the operation of this Order : 

(a) Horses owned by the Army Council, the Admiralty or the 

Air Council. 

(b) Horses maintained and used exclusively for 

purposes. i 

(c) Stallions used exclusively for stud purposes, 
weaned foals and yearlings. 
SCHEDULE II 


The regulations numbered 2a, 8c, 8cc, 


25th November 26th November 


includes 
includes clover 


a mare, gelding, colt, filly, 
** Chaff ’’ means any 


** Horse ”’ 
‘Hay ” 


control or 


agricultural 


brood mares, 


Maximum daily 
Ration of Hay 
Class of Horse lbs 
(a) Heavy dray and cart horses, and heavy trotting vanners 12 
(b) Light dray and cart horses and light trotting vanners 9 









LAW REVERSIONARY INTEREST SOCIETY 
No. 15 LINCOLN’S INN FIELDS, LONDON, W.C. | 


Capital Stock = o= - - — £400,000 
Debenture Stock o= on ons om -— £331,130 


REVERSIONS PURCHASED. ADVANCES MADE THEREON. 
Forms of Propesai and full information enn be obtained at the Society's Ofies. 
G. H. MAYWE, Seoretary. 





Maximum daily 
Ration of Hay. 
Class of Horse. Ibs. 
) Other light horses and cobs. — ins ee 
(d) Ponies 14 hands and under 7 Bs ie i 
(e) Race horses oe i iste ap ips ie 
Note.—(1) Pit horses and ponies working in the pits or at the 
pit mouth may be given 4 lbs. of hay extra per day. 
(2) Unbroken horses at grass or turned out may be fed on 
5 lbs. of long hay per day. ° 
(3) It may be necessary for the Central Council for Civil 
Hay Supplies to issue one-eighth of the above rations in the 
form of oat straw. 
(4) Straw is not rationed, and any addition to the above rations 
must be made in the form of straw as available. 


Correspondence with respect to this Order should be addressed to 
o Controller of Horse Transport, 7, Whitehall-gardens, London, 
S.W. 1. 

[Gazette, 26th November. 


THE HORSES ORDER, 1918, REVOCATION ORDER, 1918. 

1. The Horses Order, 1918, made by the Board of Trade on 18th 
March, 1918 (Statutory Rules and Orders, 1918, No. 335 [62 Soricrrors’ 
JOURNAL, 428]), is hereby revoked without prejudice to any matter 
or thing done or suffered or proceedings instituted or penalty incurred 
thereunder. 

2. This Order may be cited as the Horses Order, 1918, Revocation 
Order, 1918. 


23rd November (Gazette, 26th November 


Ministry of Munitions Orders, 
THE SECOND-HAND MACHINE TOOLS, ETC., RELEASE ORDER, 
1918. 

In reference to the Orders specified in the Schedule hereto, whereby 
Regulation Wa of the Defence of the Realm Regulations was applied by 
the Minister of Munitions to certain classes of machine tools, metal and 
woodworking machinery and treadle lathes, the Minister of Munitions 
hereby orders as follows :— 

(1) As from the date hereof all the said Orders are hereby revoked 60 
far only as they relate to second-hand articles, to the intent that Regu- 
latibn 50a shall no longer apply to such second-hand articles. 

2) Such revocation shall not affect the previous operation of the said 
Orders or any of them, or the validity of any action taken thereunder or 
the liability to any penalty or punishment in respect of any contravention 
or failure to comply with the same prior to such revocation or any 
proceeding or remedy in respect of such penalty or punishment.’ 

(3) This Order may be cited as the Second-Hand Machine Tools, etc., 
Release Order, 1918. 

Tue SCHEDULE. 
Name and Date of Orders. 
The Machine Tools and Power Machinery Order, 1916. 
1916. ° 
The Woodworking Machinery Order, 1917. 5th June, 1917. 
The Treadle Lathes Order, 1918. 15th April, 1918. : 
llth November. (Gazette, 15th November. 


28th August, 





THE SMALL ARMS (MANUFACTURE AND REPAIR) CONTROL 
(REVOCATION) ORDER, 1918. 


In reference to the Small Arms (Manufacture and Repair) Control 
Order, 1918 [62 Soxicrrors’ JourNAL, p. 523], made by the Minister 
ot Munitions, and dated the 7th May, 1918, the Minister of Munitions 
hereby Orders as follows :— 

(1) As from the date hereof the said Order is hereby revoked. 

(2) Such revocation shall not affect the previous operation of the 
said Order or the validity of any action taken thereunder or the 
liability to any penalty or punishment in respect of any contraven- 
tion or failure to comply with the said Order prior to such revoca- 
tion, or any proceeding or remedy in respect of such penalty of 
punishment. 

(3) This Order may be cited as The Small Arms (Manufacture and 


ye. Control (Revocation) Order, 1918. . 
15th November. (Gazette, 15th November. 
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THE REFRACTORY MATERIALS (MAXIMUM PRICES) ORDER, 
1918. , 


1. No person shall, on or after the lst day of October, 1918, unti 
further notice, offer to sell or purchase, or sel] to purchase, or deliver 
ot take delivery of any of the goods or materials specified in the Sohedul: 
hereto at a price exceeding the price set opposite the same in the said 
Schedule, except under and in accordance with a special permit issued 
under the authority of the Minister of Munitions 

2. All agplicataons under this Order shall be made to the Deputy 
Controller of Iron and Steel Production, Ministry of Munitions, 8, North 
umberland-avenue, London, W.C, 2. 

3. This Order may be cited as the Refractory Materials (Maximun 
P-.ces) Order, 1918. 

[Guzette, 19th November 
SCHEDULF. 


Maximum Prices 
F.O.R. Makers’ Works. 


Description. - “— 
england, Wales “ 
| and Ireland. Scotland. 
Firebricks. Highest Grade. | 
Sin. x 44in. x 3in. Squares ...'15 


2s. 6 or —— 
2s. Gil. per 1,000) 1528.6. per 1,000 


Qin. x44in. x2hin. ,, 1360. Od. 4, gg 
Blast Furnace w.inings anid 
Special Bricks ‘04 ..| 778. 6d. per ton 
Best quality Ground Fireciay...| 24s. 0d. ,,  ,, 
Gas Kevorts, to  stanuvard 
specification ... 


77s. 6d. per ton. 
24s. Od. ,, 


lls. Od. per foot lls. Od. per foot. 


Food Orders. 
THE RATIONING ORDER, 1918. 








accordance with the statement in the Ration Book, and the coupon is 
valid only in the period from the Sunday of that week up to and in- 
cluding the Wednesday in the week following 

9. Whenever any Ration Book or other authority produced bears in 
structions that the book or authority is valid only between particular 
dates, a meat meal shall be supplied against such authority only between 
these dates. 

10. Where a caterer serves a meat meal to any person, he may issue 
tokens in exchange or part exchange for the coupon or half coupon 
delivered in respect of that meal, and the customer may by means of 
such token obtain a meat meal from the caterer, provided that any 
such token shall be available and shall be marked as available, only up 
to the date specified thereon, not being a date later than the date for 
which the coupon or half coupon is available 


Parr III 

ll. Failure to comply with any of the above directions is a summary 

iffence under the Defence of the Realm Regulations MN 

12. The Directions to Catering Establishments and Institutions, dated 

22nd August, 1918 (S. R. & O. No. 1041 of 1918), are revoked. but with 

out prejudice to any proceedings in respect of iny contravention thereof. 
18th October 


(;ENERAI 


Schedule I 
Register of Consumption to be kept by ¢ atering Establishments not 
exempted by the Food Controller from keeping a Register.] 
Schedule I] 


[Register of Consumption to be kept by Institutions 


Schedule Ill 
Equivalent Weights of Meat 


(Caterer Official Schedule of 


Schedule 1V 
{Institutions’ Official Schedule of Equivalent Weights of Meat.] 





Directions for Catering Establishments and Institutions 


Part | SUPPLY AND ACCOUNTABILITY 


and Clause 24 () ana (c) of the above Order, edivle fats (including drip 
ping) other than Vil and Fat Compound, may be obtained tor the pur 
poses of a Catering Establishment or an Institution from any dealer 

2. The prescribed period for the purposes of Clause 20 and Clause 21 
of the above Order 1s a week. ‘The tirst week is the week ending at 
midnight on 19th October, 1918, and the subsequent weeks shall be the 
ssubsequent periods of seven days. 

The prescribed period for the purposes of Clauses 27 and 29 (as 
amended) shall be a fortnight The tirst fortnight shall be the fort 
night ending at midnight on 2nd November, 1918, the subsequent fort 
Rights shall be the subsequent periods of 14 days. 

The Register required to be kept in a Catering Establishment (Clause 
21) shall, as regards meals supplied, and rationed foods (other than 
Meat) and edible fats obtained and used, be in the form set out in 
the first schedule, and the Register required to be kept in an Institu 
tion (Clause 29) shall be in the torm set out in the second schedule. The 
instructions for the time being in force relating to the keeping of such 
Registers shall be observed. Until further notice, the instructions shall 
be those printed in the official documents N. 51 and N.R. 22 

4. Until further notice, the person having the control or manage 
ment of a Catering Establishment shall account for the total purchases 
of meat in accordance with the Caterer’s Official Schedule of Equivalent 
Weights of Meat set out in the third schedule, or other the Caterer’s 
Official Schedule for the time being in force 

5. The official scales, lettered A to N (both inclusive), specified in 
the official document headed ‘‘ Scales of Rations for Institutions, N.R 
6,” with such modifications or additions (if any) as may from time to 
time be made hy the Food Controller, shall apply to Institutions accord 
ing to the tenor thereof and shall be the prescribed scales for the pur 
poses of Clause 27 of the above Order. 

Until further notice, the person having the control or management 
of an Institution shall account for the total purchases of meat in accord 
ace with the Institutions’ Official Schedule of Equivalent Weights of 
Meat set out in the Fourth Schedule or other the Institutions’ Official 
Schedule for the time being in force 


1. Notwithstanding the restrictions imposed by Clause 14 (4) and (c), | 


Pant If.—Mear MEALS sERVED IN CATERING ESTABLISHMENTS AND TO 
NON-RESIDENTS IN INSTITUTIONS. 

6. For the purposes of these directions, a meat meal shall not include 
any meal where the only meat or meat article served is of a class for 
the time being authorized by the Food Controller to be supplied as part 
& meat meal without surrender of a coupon. 

A meat meal may be served only 

(a) to a person lawfully holding and presenting a Ration Book o1 
current meat leaf or other Ration Document, and against the sur 
render by him of the appropriate coupon, half coupon, overtime meal 
ticket or declaration ; or 

(6) to a person presenting some other lawful authority and on 





THE DAMAGED FOODSTUFFS ORDER, 1918 


1. Prohibition on Sales.|—Subject to the provisions of this Order a 
person having possession, custody or control of any article to which this 
Order applies shall not, after 3th November, 1918, knowingly destroy 
such article or give, sell, offer to sell or dispose of it to any person other 
than the Local Authority or a duly authorized official of the Authority 





W. WHITELEY, LTD. 


AUCTIONEERS, 
EXPERT VALUERS AND ESTATE AGENTS, 


QUEEN’S ROAD, LONDON, W., 2. 


VALUATIONS ror PROBATE, 


ESTATE DUTY, SALE, FIRE INSURANCE, ETC, 


AUCTION SALES EVERY THURSDAY, 


VIEW ON WEDNESDAY, 
IN 


LONDON’S LARGEST SALEROOM. 


PHONE No. : PARK ONE (40 Linus), TeLecrams: “WHITELEY LONDON,” 





compliance with the provisions stated on such authority. 
/& The number on each coupon corresponds with a particular week in 
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Or to a person duly licensed by or under the authority of the Food Con 
troller as provided in clause 2 hereof; provided that nothing in this 
clause shall affect the power of the Justices or a Sanitary Authority or 
duly authorized official of the Sanitary Authority under any public or 
local Act to order the destruction of any article, 


2 Prohibition } Except under and in accordance with 
the terms of a licence granted by or under the authority of the Food 
Controller, no person other than a Sanitary Authority or a duly autho 
rized official of a Sanitary Authority shall after Oth November, 1918, 
receive, buy or offer to buy any article to which this Order applies : 
Provided always that a person who holds a licence issued by the Food 
Controller either before or after the date of this Order under the Raw 
Beef and Mutton (Licensing of Purchasers) Order, 1918, or the Bones 
(Licensing of Purchasers) Order, 1918 [S.R. & O Nos. 635 and 1198 
of 1918], or any Order made or hereafter to be made by the Food Con 
troller relating to the manufacture of Feeding Stuffs for animals shall 
Le deemed from the date of the issue of such licence and so long as the 
same remains in force to be duly licensed under this Order. 

3. Licences.}—Application for licences under this Order shall be made 
to the National Salvage Council, Caxton House, Tothill-street, West 
minster, 8.W. 1, who shall act on behalf of the Food Controller in the 
matter. Any licence issued under this Order may be made subject to 
such conditions as the National Salvage Council with the concurrence 
of the Local Government Board may determine, and may at any time 
be revoked by them provided that an application shall not be refused 
if the applicant complies with the reasonable conditions imposed by the 
National Salvage Council 

4. Power to give directions.|—The National Salvage Council, acting 
on behalf of the Food Controller, may at any time by notice under this 
Order, whether of general application or otherwise, and with the con 
currence of the Local Government Board, give directions or authorize 


on pure hase 


any person or body to give directions on his behalf with regard to the 
sale, disposal, treatment or destruction of any article to which thie 
Order applies, and ull persons concerned shall obey such directions 


5. Returns.) 

6. Articles to which Order applies Chis Order shall, until further 
notice, apply to the articles mentioned in the Schedule hereto, except 
that it shall not apply in any case where the total quantity of any such 
article in the possession of a person at any one time does not exceed 
28 Ibs 

(6) The Food Controller may at any time 
vary or add to the articles mentioned in the Schedule hereto 

7. Condemned imported goods liable 
imported goods liable to Custums duty are condemned as unfit for human 
food, auch goods may, on payment of the duty, and with the consent of 
the proper Sanitary Authority, in lieu of being destroyed be disposed 
of for such purpose other than human food as may be approved by the 
National Salvage Council. The importer or owner of any goods afore 
said may, with the consent of the Commissioners of Customs and Excise, 
in lieu of paying the duty thereon, abandon the goods to the National 
Salvage Council 

8. Penalties.) 

i?) Application to Scotland 


10. Saving clause This Order shall 
to the Army Council or the Air Council 

11. ‘Vitle and extent a) This Order may be cited as the Damaged 
Foodstuffs Order, 1918 

(6) This Order shall not apply to 


The Schedule 


Any of the following articles which have been surrendered or con 
demned or are unfit for human consumption 
(a) Meat of any animal, including Bones 
(6) Non-edible slaughterhouse waste 
(c) Fieh, including Fish Offal or Fish Waste 
(d) Tinned Foodstuffs 
(e) Imported Foods liable to Customs duty 
lst November 


by notice under this Order, 


When any 


to Customs duty 


: 
f 


not apply to the Admiralty or 


[re land 


ORDER AMENDING THE LIVE STOCK (SALES) ORDER, 1918 
The Food Controller hereby orders that the Live Stock (Sales) Order, 

1918 (62 Soricrrors’ Journa, p. 587) (nereinafter called the Principal 

Order), shall aa from lst November, 1918, be amended as follows : 

1. As on and from lst November 1918, the First Schedule to this 
Order shall be substituted for the Schedule to the Principal Order and 
the Second Schedule to this Order shall be added to the Principal Order 

2. In Clause 5 (c) of the Principal Order the word ‘‘ Schedule ’’ shall 
Le deleted and the words ‘‘ Part I. of the First Schedule ’’ shall be sub 
stituted therefor 

3 In Clause 7 of the Prin ipal Order the re shall be inserted bet ween 
the word ‘‘ estimated '’ where the same last occurs and the words “‘ less 
the sum of 1s. 6d.’’ the following words ‘‘ and a sum ascertained in 
accordance with the provisions of Part I. of the Second Schedule.”’ 

4. Clause 10 of the Principal Order shall be amended as follows : 


(a) Sub-Clause (i) shall be deleted from the word ‘‘ exceed to 


the end of the sub-clause and the following words shall be substi 





tuted : ‘‘the sum applicable according to Part II. of the First 
Schedule ”’ ; 

(6) In Sub-Clause (ii) the worde “‘ the sum of 1s. 24d. per lb. of 
the certified weight of the dressed carcase’’ shall be deleted, and 
the following words substituted therefor: ‘‘ the sum applicable 
according to Part II. of the Second Schedule,”’ 

5. Copies of the Principal Order hereafter to be printed under the 
authority of H.M. Stationery Office shall be printed with the substi- 
tutions and addition provided by this Order, and the Principal Order 
shall as on and from lst November, 1918, take effect as hereby amended, 

lst November. 

{Schedule of Prices.] 


THE PIG (SALES) ORDER, 1918. 
General Licence. 

The Food Controller hereby authorizes until further notice the 
slaughter of pigs weighing less than 112 lbs. live weight and the sale of 
carcases thereof on the following conditions — 

(i) The consent of the Live Stock Commissioner for the area in 
which the owner of the pig resides is to be obtained 

(ii) The carcase is to be delivered to a Government Slaughter. 
house or other destination as directed by such Live Stock Commis 
sioner and there sold by dead weight. 

Neither of these conditions need be observed where the pig is 
sughtered for self supply 
6th November 


THE JAM (DISTRIBUTION) ORDER, 1918. 

1. (a) The Food Controller or any person authorized by him in that 
behalf may from time to time issue directions relating to the allocation 
and distribution of jam and in particular may :— 

(i) fix the proportion or quota of jam which may be retained by 
the manufacturer thereof for the purposes of his wholesale or retail 
trade or for any other purpose ; 

(ii) direct that any manufacturer of jam or dealer in jam shall 
sell or deliver the whole or any part of his jam to any person or 
place ; 

iii) fix the maximum quantity of jam which may Le acquired by 
ny person in any period and the persons from whom jam may be 
acquired by euch person ; 

(iv) restrict or regulate the sale or gelivery of jam by any person 
to any other person or place. 

b) Directions given under this clause may be given so as to apply 
renerally or so as to apply to any special locality, or so as to apply to 
iny special manufacturer, dealer or person or class of manufacturer, 
dealer or person, and shall have effect notwithstanding any contract 
entered into by the person to whom the Girections are given. 

(c) Where any such directions have been given it shall be the duty 
of all persons concerned to comply therewith, and a person shall not sell 
or dispose of any jam to which such directions apply except in accord- 
ance with such directions. 

2 Re cords. | 

3. For the purposes of this Order the expression ‘‘ jam "’ shall include 
jelly, conserve and marmalade. 

1 4. Penalties.] 

5. (a) This Order may be cited as the Jam (Distribution) Order, 1918 

b) This Order shall not apply to Ireland. 

7th November. 

The following Orders have also Leen issued :— 

Order, dated 31st October, amending the Bacon, Ham and Lard 
Prices) Order, 1918 

Order dated 5th November, amending the Voluntary Kitchens 
(Licensing) Order, 1918 

The Milk (Prohibition of Export) (Ireland) Order, 1918, dated 
5th November 

The Cheese 
November. 

The Pig (Sales) Order, 1918, Notice under, dated 6th November 
(Scotland) 

The Margarine (Retail Prices) Order, 1918, Notice under, dated 
7th November. 

The Margarine (Distribution) Order, 1918 : Directions to Whole 
salers, dated 7th November. 

The Jam (Export from Ireland) Order, 1918, dated 7th November. 

The Margarine (Prices) (Ireland) Order, 1918, Notice under, 
dated 7th November 


(Export from Ireland) Order, 1918, dated 5th 


The Relaxation of the Aliens Rules. 


The Home Office announces that it has been decided to relax im 
ertain respects the regulations to which aliens are subject in the 
case of women of British birth who have become aliens by marriage. 
The necessary amendments of the Aliens Restriction Order were 
made by an Order in Council passed on 25th November. 

In future, British-born wives or widows of aliens will, generally 
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speaking, and subject to exceptions in special cases, have to comply 


First 4 only with the following Ps ahaa (1) To report to the police Obituary. 


permanent changes of residence; (2) to carry identity books, and 


b. of produce them if called upon to do so; and (3) to register at hotels, 
, and &. Any British-born woman who wishes to obtain the benefit of i da 
cable the concessions should apply for instructions at the police station -t Qui ante diem periit, 
which she is registered. In the case of British-born women who are Sed miles, sed pro patria. 

the by marriage of enemy nationality, the concessions will not take effect sammy 

a before 21st December. . , ° 
Nedes coon Captain Percival B. Richardson. 
nuded, Rel ase from the Army Captain Percivan Biyta Ricnarpson, M.G.C., who died on 3rd 


November in France, from influenza, wag the second son of the late 

The offices of the Controller-General of the Civil Demobilization and | William Richardson, of Beech Hill, Mansfield, and of Mrs. Margaret 
Resettlement Department have been removed from 6, Whitehall Catherine Richardson, and grandson of the late Captain Andrew Waid 
gardens, to 8, Richmond-terrace, Parliament-street, 8.W. Employers | Blyth, R.N., an ancestor being head of the Boyd Clan (the ‘ Trusty 


of labour desirous of obtaining the release from the Army of former | Boyds’), of Argyllshire. Captain Richardson was admitted in 1898, 
employés should address their requests, with full particulars, to Sir | and was a member of the firm of Messrs. Richardson & Mitchell, of 
the Stephenson Kent, Controller-General, Civil Demobilization and Re- | Sheffield. He also practised in London. He joined up as soon as the 


ale of settlement Department, Ministry of Labour, 8, Richmond-terrace var broke out, and did valuable work in the York and Lancaster Regi 
Parliament-street, S.W. ment as senior officer in musketry. On joining the M.G.C. he pub 
—E ~ ; lished a text-book which has been greatly used, and also designed the 


ree 18 ! record system in machine-gunnery approved Ly the War Office, and is 


tet Societies. still in use. He went to France last spring, a week after the death of 


his father, and took hie share in the fighting until attacked by illness 


mimis > > 
. . He was a great favourite with his brother-officers, and beloved by all 

Union Society of London. his men. A corporal home on leave a few weeks ago said : ‘‘ There was 

pig is Sesston 1918-19.—The sixth meeting of the society was held in the | NOt 4 man of the 800 with him who would not lay down his life for 


Middle Temple Common Room on Wednesday, 27th November, 7918. | him! sefore the war Captain Richardson was greatly interested in 
The subject for debate was : ‘‘ That, in the opinion of this House, the | Tifle shooting, and raised several clubs in the diatrict of Sheffield. He 
Allies should take immediate steps to bring the ex-Kaiser to justice | ¥® chairman of the Apex Steel Co. (Limited), Sheffield. He married 


for offences against international law and humanity.”” Opener : Mr. | the second daughter of the late George Snelus, of Eunerdale Hall, Cum 
hes G. F. Kingham. Opposer: Mr. I. H. Stranger. The motion was lost. | berland, who, with one son, survives him 
n tha ; ——— 


cation - . = 


ae Lieutenant Vernon Spencer Wilkins. 
. . . 
ved by The Appointment of Notaries. Lieutenant Vernon Spencer Witkrns, 4th Oxford and Bucks L.I 


ret +44: T.F.), who died on 1 November at No. 2 General Hospital, France 
retail A sitting of the Court of Faculties was, says the Times, held at ‘as Oe a ener ie twenty-four a Berges 
the Church House, Westminster, on Wednesday, before Sir Lewis ia, when est son of the ares Mr. Edward Wilkins, solicitor, of Ayles 
T. Dibdin, K.C., Master of the Faculties, to hear an application by ; 7 od 8 ', ! ri 
Mr. Foster Duggan to be appointed a notary for the district of Bir 
mingham and a radius of seven miles round that city. 

































} } 
1 shall 
son or bury He was educated at Aylesbury Grammar School, and, after leav 


ing school, took a prominent part in the Old Boys’ Association. He 


red by maf P , , was articled to a member of the firm of Messrs. Wilkins & Son, solici 
aoe ta The Master of the Faculties was attended by Mr. A. W. D. Moore tors, Aylesbury, and wae preparing for his final examination when war 

; the Registrar. : broke out. After several unsuccessful attempts, he enlisted in the 
person Mr. A. H. Poyser appeared for the applicant; Mr Joy for oppo London Rifle Brigade in February, 1915, and went to France before the 


hents. . ‘ end of that vear He was invalided home in 1916, owing to injuries 

In support of the application it was stated that, owing to the | received in the collapse of a dug-out caused by the explosion of a shel] 
) apply enlargement of the boundaries of Birmingham, the population had | On recovery he secured a commission in the 4th Oxford and Bucks 
pply to greatly increased, and the present number of notaries was inadequate L.I., and returned to France but was soon afterwards wounded in the 
cturer, ' A memorial in favour of Mr. Duggan’s appointment had been signed Jag a ‘ ei 
ontract by the Lord Mayor of Birmingham, the county court judge, the 
stipendiary magistrate, the city coroner, five bankers, ten justices of 


leg, and again returned home. On being reported fit, he rejoined his 
battalion in Italy, but for the third time was invalided home owing t: 
blood-poisoning. He went out once more last August, being transferre? 


e cut the peace, and aldermen, and twenty one city coun illors and others to the 2/4th battalion in France. He was admitted to hospital on 4th 
ants nd i Mr. Joy submitted that in Birmingham there had not been an | November suffering from influenza, and died on armistice day 
accord: increase in notarial business. Of the five notaries who were serving ———<————____—__— , 
in the Army one supported Mr. Duggan. 
The Master of the Faculties said that five notaries were away serv ] ] N 
: Mas Bs $ Sal( a ote 8 re away serving 
include in the Army, and it was conceivable that their absence might have ega Ccws, 


created the state of things which had led the memorialists to refer | ? : 
to the lack of notarial aid. Nothing must be done to injure the ——_ Changes 
position of these absent men. The application must stand over for Messrs 


ee - ‘ : Simmons & Srmons, of 74, Cheapside, have removed 
r, 1918. a year. He would deal with the case when the five gentlemen who | 18, Finch-lane, Cornhill, E.C. 3. Their telephone numbers are London 


were in the Army were back in business. Wall 436 and 437, and their telegraphic address is ‘‘ Control Thread, 
Solicitors, Messrs. Duggan & Elton; Messrs. Sharpe, Pritchard & Co. | London.”’ 


com | THE LICENSES AND GENERAL INSURANCE Co,, LD. 


dated CONDUCTING THE INSURANCE POOL or selected risks. 
ted 5th FIRE, BURGLARY LOSS OF PROFIT, EMPLOYERS’, FIDELITY, GLASS, 
neni MOTOR, PUBLIC LIABILITY, etc., etc. 


r, dated . 
" Non-Mutual except in respect of PROFITS which are distributed annually to the Policy Holders 


nail THE POOL COMPREHENSIVE FAMILY POLICY at 4/6 per cent. is the most complete Policy ever offered to householders, 
under, THE POOL COMPREHENSIVE SHOPKEEPERS’ POLICY Covers all Risks under One Document for One Inclusive Premium, 


LICENSE SPECIALISTS IN ALL LICENSING MATTERS 
INSUR ANCE. Suitable Clauses for Insertion in Leases and Mortgages of 


Licensed Property, settled ty Counsel, will te sent ‘oh application. 


~ wee For Further Information, write: 24, MOORGATE i E.C. , & 


ene rally 
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Appointments. 


has been elected Treasurer of Gray’s-inn for 


Sir F. E 
1919 

Lord Cotertpcr has been elected Treasurer of the Hon 
the Middle Temple in succession to Mr. R. A. McCall, K.C 

Mr. Gerarp Tarver Warretrey, M.A., has been appointed Clerk 
to the Justices the Newington , Division of the county of London 
Mr. Whiteley at holds the position of Clerk to the Justices 
of the Crovdor of the Surrey, which he relin 
taki ip hi ew appointment 


Branson has been elected a Master of the Bench of the 


Smiru, K.C 


Society of 


present 
Division county of 
quishes or 


Mr. G. A. H 
Inner Temple 


Mr. J. B. Powetr, K.C., has been 
High Court of Justice in Ireland, Chancery 
S. Henry, K.¢ appointed Solicitor-General of 
of Mr. Powell 

Mr. Powell's promotion, says the like 
lawvers in Ireland lately, has been His selection to be 
Law Officer was neither premature nor He has 
1 member of the Bar whose abilities have earned recognition 
in his profession and among the publi He had a considerable pra 
tice on the Chancery and he 1 favourite speaker on Unionist 
platforms. He of the Irish Convention. He was called 
to the Bar in 

There is 
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1894 
member of we take this from the 
and public character 
which has fallen to Mr 
ognition, but the vagaries 
have become proverbial. Educated at Mount St 
Chesterfield, and at Queen's College, Belfast, he was 
alled to the Bar by the King’s Inns in 1885. He had sat in Parlia 
ment for Sonth Derry since 1916 He is fifty four vears of age He 
married in 1910 a daughter of the late Lord Justice Holmes 


Treland 
ittainments 


the Bar in 

whose professional 
justified better the 
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General. 


f President Wilson. is a descendant of the 
family, of Bolling Hall. Bradford, an historic landmark in the 
city, and now owned bw the municipality At a meeting of the Finance 
Sub-committee of Bradford Corporation Mr. W. H. Brocklehurst. chair 
man of the Libraries. Art. and Museum Committee, proposed that 
the oceasion of President Wilson's visit to Furone to take part in peace 
me the of the of Bradford be offered to him 
proposal was enthusiastically received. and a committee was ap 
pointed to confer with the Lord Mayor 
On and Monday the publi 

of tithe apportionments tithe maps 
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to four 
each document 


Mrs 
Bolling 


Wilson, the wife 


on 


necotiati freedom city 


The 


tion room for the examination 
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The fee for inspection has been 
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Tribunals in tonnection 


The Time 2 
Noveml eT, save 
renorts that the 


correspondent at Copenhagen, in a message dated 24th 
Che Berlin corresnondent of the Berlingske Tidende 
Soldiers’ and Workers’ Councils in Oldenburg, East 
Friesland. Bremen, Harburg-on-Flbe, Hamburg and Schleswig-Holstein 
have decided to found a new renublic. with Hambure as canital. Similar 
tendencies are exhibited in the Rhine Provinces and in the South German 
States where the movement against Berlin is said to be crowing. This 
Republic. the 7'imes would include almost the whole of the 
North Sea coast. of Germany. 3altic coast 

The Stock Exchange the Times 
under ‘City Notes (28th inst.) announced that it had added to 
the rule making it obligatory to record all bargains in securities, 
whether quoted in the Official List or not, the following new clause 
“ Bargains in unquoted securities issued prior to 4th January, 1915 
in which no previous bargain has been recorded since that date, will 
not be recorded without the permission of the committee.’ 
The warning. continues the Times. which we gave to the public in this 
column against dealing in the shares of resuscitated 
companies prepared our for the action taken 
by the recently have made, unfor 
tunately success, to ‘‘make’’ a market in practically 
unknown usually of companies with an unsatisfactory 
past but great ambitions for the future. Under the temporary regula 
tions as they have have been assisted by the 
free advertisement which quotation in the Stock Exchange lists has 
given them. The exclusion in future of certain shares from the 
list will make it more diffécult to induce the public to participate in 
gambles of the kind. 


The purchaser of the property recently sold in Ardwick, Manchester, 
which included the house where the Prime Minister was born, is says 
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the Times, Sir Graham Wood, an ex-High Sheriff of Lancashire and ; 
It is understood that it is Sir ~ 
Graham Wood’s intention to pull down most of the property, and ta — 


a well-known Manchester Liberal. 
build in its stead a workshop which will be devoted to the care 
und training of disabled soldiers and sailors or others disabled in 
the war. but to keep the Prime Minister's birthplace intact and to 
hand it over to the Manchester Corporation so that it can be preserved 
for all time 
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Supreme Court of Judicature, 


ROTA OF REGISTRARS IN ATTENDANCE OF 


EMERGENCY APPeAL Court Mr. Jnstice 
ROA. No. 1. Eve. 

2 Mr. Synge Mr. Farmer 
Bloxam Jolly 
Synve 
Bloxam 
Rorrer &vnee 
Goldschmidt Bloxam 


Mr. Justice Ver Justice Mr. Justice P.O. 
Youworr. Prrereon, LAWRENCE 
Mr. Goldschmidt Mr. Borrer Mr. Bloxam 
Leach Go'dschmidt Rorrer 
Church! Leach Geldsach midt 
Farmer Charch Leach 
Jolly Farmer Charch 
Synge Jolly Farmer 
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Monday.. Dec. 
Tuesday ...... 8 
We newiav .. 4 
"hureday .... 5 
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. Dec. 
Tnesdav gee 
Wednerday .. 
Thureday 


Borrer 


Creditors’ Notices. 
Undér Estates in Chancery. 
Last DAY OF CLAIM. 

London Gazette.—FRripay, Nov. @. 


SPENCER. GERALD ROBERT. Ringmer, Snasex. Dec. 20. Laitg & Cruickshank v. Fane 
Eve, J. Arthur Hepburn Hastie, 66, Lincoln's inn flelds. 


Under 22 & 23 Vict. cap. 35. 


Last DAY oF CLAIM. 
London Gazette.—FripaY, Nov. 15. 
aTKine, Lucy, Rickmansworth Dec 7 Cree & Son, 13, Gray's inn sq 
BAILEY ‘LBRPRT "eNSON. Fiuedon, Shoe Manufacturer Dec 25 
Wellingborough 

BEATTIE, ELIZABBIH 
Sea 

PLAND, C\ntain Joun, Bradford 

BRACEWEL!, JoHN. Shipley Peed Maker 

Cr seex, Hewr eTTE R SALre. Fulmer rr Slough 

PRIGHTON. SQriR¥, Manningham, Yarn Merchant Dec 16 W I Crabtree, Krav ford 

DICKIN: ON, THOMAS, Parregate, Fruityrer Dec 31 Kirby, Son & Atkine n. Harrogate” 

Drew, Raymond, Rangoon Dec 16 Vizard, Ol ham, Crowder & Cash, 51, Linculn'’s 
inn flelds 

FaRR‘R, VARTHA ANN. Bradfor'! Dec 21 Albert V Hammond, Bradford 

Fison, Epira Mary, Ipswich Dec 9 Marshall & 8: n, Ipswich 

Gant, Jonw~ CasTLE, Chiddingly, Sussex, So.icitor Dec 24 Langham, fon & Douglas 
Pae'ins 

Gorre, SARAH ELIZaABErH, Adderbury, Oxford Dec 1 
Oxon 

HA®T, CATHERINE, Stockport Pec 20 

HARVEY. Hewry f AIRFAX, Cullompton, Devon 
Launces’ on 

Heron, Joun, Liverrool Shinowner 

inp, JosePpH OLIVER, Deganwy, C»rnarvon 
Liandndno 

H{ND, MARGARET JANE, 
Liandndno 

HITOHINS, ALPRED MavRior, Purley, Surrey, Maaufacturer Dec 31 
Wels’or' & Gait 22, Ald-rmarbury 

Ratcliffe & (o, Bredford 

Dec 16 


Natumlay 





Morgan & George, 
Southend on Sea Dec 23 Wood, Son & Largton Southend os 
Der 16 Moore & Shepherd, Bradford 


Dec 16 WTI Crabtree, Rradford 
Dec 2 Cree & ®cn, 13, Gray's inn sq 


Pellatt & Pellatt, Banbury, 


Sidebotham & Sidebotha m, Stockport 
Dec 15 Cowlard, Grylis & Cowlard, 


Dec 28 Weightman, Pedder & Co, Liverpool 
Dec 14 Henderson & Hallmark 


& Hallmark 
Biddle, Thorne 


Deganwy, Carnarvon Dec 14 Henderson 


Dec 16 

Hvuenrs, Jony, Tregynon, Mont: ome yshire, Farmer 
I ylor,, Newtown, Montvomeryshire 

ARY ELIZABETH, Portmarnock, Ireland 
Pall Mail 

Jonreov, Joun THowAs Kibworth, Hosiery Mavufacturer 
Leices er 

Ker, Eriz4BeTu. Durham Dee 21 

Lewis. Grorcr, Noss Mayo, Devon, 
Pivmonth 

Livpo, Fanny ‘opus, “Warrington eres Dec 23 Lewis & Yglesias, 6, Old Jewry 

O'DONNELL, Maj-Gen Hueu, CB, DSO, Framlingham, Suffolk Dec 31 Parson, Lee & Co, 

. 


24, Time st 
PERARSON, ABRAHAM, Preston, Railway Porter Rawsthorn, Ambler & Booth, 


Dec 24 Fiadgate & Co, 18 & 19, 
Nov 26 Harvey” & Clarke, 


Wilsons, Ornsby & Cadle, Durham 
Licensed Victualler Dec 17 Bond & Pearce, 


Dec 14 


“ton 
Porrer, THomas, Willesden In, Licensed Victualler Dec 14 Crossman, Block, Matthews 


& Crow man, 16 Thecbalds rd, Gra ‘s ton . 

Punt. Wrintay Joun, Prestwich Dec 20 Crofton, Craven & Cu, Manchester 

RICHARDS, PRISCILLA, Kenilw rth. Warwick Dec 18 C H ‘assman, Leamirgton Spa 

Ripew'¥, ELIZaBeTH CATHERINE, Ashnersrd, Clapham Common Dec 10 Rovke & 
Midg'ev lees 

RimMiyeton, THomas Pacon, Rickmansworth, Railway Clerk Nov 30 Acton T Buck 
rali, Rickmansworth 

Roperts Epwarp. Po t'ard rd, Fin-bury Park, Manufacturing Jeweller Dec W 
Dunke ton & Son. °3, Bedfor’ rd, Holbo-n 

Soorr;JoHs JavMEs Purham, retired Miner Dee 7 Patrick & Son, Durham 

SHUKER, ‘ARON, “irmingham, Cicck Manufacturer Dc 30 [ohn Price, Birmingham 

SLADDIN, WILT TAM Hewry, Brighouse, Woullen Merchant Dec15 Geo Furniss, Roberts 

Co Brichouse 

SMITH, M«ry, Hirdiev, Lancs Dec 1? J Andrew Orrell. Manchester 

SPARLINS. FRANCIS JonN WALCorTT, St Quintin av, Kensington Dec 20 Busk, Mellor 
& WN rris, 45, Lincoln's it nfiel s 

SpPrRAGoons, THOMAS WaLTER, Old Kent rd, Peckham, Jobmaster Decl9 FS Bostock, 
358, “tra d 

STRI*GA, LORENZO, Liverpeol, Carver Dec 14 Evans, Lockett & Cv, Liverpoo 


1 
THORNE, ALFRED Louis, Transvaal, South Africa. Nov 30 Dowsons, 18, Adm sh © 
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Williams, Gittins & 
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